Dear Athan, C/l/04 

I've gone over the extra copies of JFK assassination records I liave in the 
subject file under "Hoover's Notes" and I've made copio:; of some that seem to bo 
of possible use to you* Actually, my wife is making the copies now and when she lias 
completed tho copying, when I'm able to, I'll go over then and where explanation^ 
appears to be indicated I'll provide it* 

For yoars I've wondered whether the aging hoover was incredibly Byzantine or 
was being kept in thi dark by lii3 associates. The entire FBI is so addicted to the 
seK-serving! I an inclined to believe, however, that with regard to the leaking, 
relating to which copies will be enclosed, DeLoach and somo others kept it secret 
from him. The looking was by them* The roport involved is tho first sections of a 
two-part roport ordered by L13J before he appointed tho Y/arren Gonnission. The first 
part is of five fancy volumes* As tiatzonback told tlie Commission in its executive 
sesssion of 1 2/ 5/63 9 while the FBI* denied tho leaking it could not have been by 
anyone else* You'll see also that those who did the leaking kept trying to blame 
it on Bobby JG nnedy's staff* As of the time of the first of tlieso leaked stories, 
there is no record of wliich I know indicating that a single copy wa3 out of the 
FHL's hands* 

In this regard I also enclose a page £ron Liddy's Will with his com.ient 
on the Nichols/floLoach operation. 

I'll go over tho King subject file for his notes when I can* Then other files* 

62-109060-1493 reflects hi3 bluntness , actually in this instance understated. 
Ambassador l^ann was that wild, and irresponsible, lle'd liave launched World War III. 
This is the FBIIK* main JHC assassination file. 

NR of 11/29/63, Hoover says he wo3 in ac ord with JFK on establishing the 
Warren CouLiission. In fact lie resented that bitterly, an a transgression on his 
function and for other reasons* 

Stapled together, relating to the leaks: tho Report was then still in FBI 
hand s and it war, not until several days more elapsed that any copy was gifen to the 
the Commission* 

62-109090-73: Ford was a DeLoach informer on the ComLds3ion, disclosed by 
other records of which I have a separate but still incomplete file* Here Hoover 
proposes cuing Ford in on coning developmonto. Tiiis is tlie FBHIQ m^-in "Liaison 
with the f Warren Commission* file* 

62-109060-2405, Hoove r self-portrayed os "Sherlock tiroes," a la Mann above. 
What he refers to as "poppycock" was a simple, basic, necessary and performed 
reconstruction essential, among other things, to the timing of tlie assassination* 

62-109090 NR 2/3/64, the note was reconstructed and added by FBI FOIA and is 
more of Hoover' 3 Slierlockery* Tiiis nemo docs not state that the noto3 were* in 
Oswqld's pockets (lat time of arrost" and they weren't* Tlicy were tlie numbers he 
got from information after arrest and when permitted to use the pliono* Yet despite 
writing this he maintained there was no coim piracy of any kind. 

1 05-02555- 1990, aside from th • Hoover note 1 think you nay bo interested in 
how long the FBI keeps trivia, in tiiis case disbursements to informers in tlie old 
SIS program of World War II. (fBIHU main OowcJLd file, Lee tliat is) 

105-02555-2662, anu wliat X believe I wroxo you about the 94 files. Aside from 
whatever tho number olimi.iated in xeroxing is, tlioro are four in wliich duplicates 
were filed* Tlie 44 file in the FBIIA4 Jack Ruby file* I do :*at have positive idonti— 
fiction of 62-22925, but it appears to be a file in widaflwfoovcr ' 3 comLients are kept* 

105-02555-2050, •.eepite tiiis comment tlie FjX shuttled tho stuff back and forth. 
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105-82555-HR 3/4/64, one of many records indicating O'Le ary/FBI relationship and 
Hoover's desire to repay his services with a break on hewn to b.; released. Imagmne 
the Director concerning himself v/itli 3uch details. M fit JLoA'l'Y', 

62— 10909&- HR dated obliterated. Hoover i3 correct in his "narrow inter pretations" 
co mm ent but the 1*331 load its reunions and lied about them in claiming no connection 
everf with Oswald or Ruby. Ruby was a Dallas PCI, later aclcnowledged. Whether or not 
Hoover knew it as this tines. I can't imagine anyone risking not letting him know. 

105-82555-2504, Hoover, of all Commission members, attributes the leal: to the 
right-wing Dallas paper to Uarrcn. The TT or story or both err in placing the 
"shooting," actually a suicide, at Atsu &L, Japan when it was at Cubi Point, Philippines 

But Hoover was always making cracks about Warren. 

105-02555-5453, what Hoover objects to was a duty imposed by LBJ and regularly 
performod by the FBI. He reflects resentment over the Commission ' 3 decision to got 
a second scientific opinion which it regarded as necessary in the Tippit killing, 
where the FBI Lab stated it could not connect tiie recovered bullets with LHO's pistol. 
The Commission almost never did tliis and depended on the FBI Lab almost exclusively. 

105-82555-3265, trying to loam from informants if Oswald was a red, which 
Hoover liimself said over and over again, he describes a 3 "ossinino." (The choclcs 
were negative and Oswald wasn' t a Coll amist. ) 

62— 109090 HR 4/15/64, Hoover doesn't /ivo a ilm/uifbout exposing symbol informers 
in the CP. ^ 

62-109060-3004. What >\md rlios tliis and was suppressed until 1975 destroys the 
FBI's claim that it did not let the Dallas police know of Oswald's presence because 
he had no record of any pro disposition toward violence. In fact before the assassi- 
nation lie left a note for llosty saying that if Hosty did not stop bothering Karina 
Oswald vo# going to blow the FBI office up. Hosty, in th . later invests nation, 
testified tliat he had been ordered to destroy that note after the assassination and 
did so. That investigation disclosed tliat tlie FBUIv l liad been kept informed. I have 
a fairly complete subject file on tliis. I can't imagine that Hoover was not in on 
the truth if only because it would have been too dangerous to keep it from him. 

8/2: In thinking about th above tiiis morning I was reminded of other and related 
records tliat I think will provide one of your very best-.-Hoover series. Tliis note 
as tliis jpoint is so that you can remind me if I forgot. The Dallas police told the 
truth and- had to say it in their own defense. Hoover, however, was outraged. He made 
a series of outrageous and unjustified demands tliat were all met by Dallas authorities, 
including the Chief of Police going onto national television, retracting the truth, 
and apologizing for it. After ull ho demands were mot, Ilouvor ordered the breaking 
off of all relations with the Dallas police, even training. And they wore broken off. 

62-109090-165 in the FBI's statement of its protection of individual rights and 
despito its "security! 1 responsibilities staying fwithing the law." 

62-109090 HR 9/28/64, even Fulton Lewis's defonso of the FBI was taken as 
criticise by Hoover. 

62-109090-235, when it had been settled tliat the FBI would not be the repository 
of the Commission's records Hoover was 3till adding notes stating that it would not. 

(Nonetlielea . the FBI clung to an enormous amount of it for two more years, until 
Ramsey Clark promulgated an executive order published in the Federal RegLster 9/31/6 6 f 
as I now recall. Blu it was two more years before the FBI gave up the bqsic evidence. 

62-109090-534* the omniscient Hoover didn't laio w anytliing about computers and 
asked "What about tliis process?" 
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105-62555 NR, with unrelated 5309C added and DeLoach to Koto 11 19(?)64, 
both marked in blue, being poor copies, for repetition of KE statement that 
Oswald had displayed ny indication of being violent (when he had only threatened to 
bomb theml), related to above and Dallas police relations rupture. 

Illegible #, 11/24/64 Belmont to Tolson on distribution of printed copies of 
the CouiiissionAs appendix of 26 volumes. Dallas and New Orleans were ossified the 
task of going over these volumes, to cover the Fill's ass again. But when each office 
was to get three sets, Hoover noted "I see no reason for Dallas and New Orleans 
getting 5 each." He was not satisfied with the single set allocated to him and 
said "I want 2 sets." (29 other 3ets for FBXH f «i) 

62-109090 HR ll/pO/64 Tolson noted on the routing slip, "The aCLH is lining 
up with us, " Hoover added, "We had better keep our guard up." 

62-109090-4267, with a bystander slightly wounded by a missed shot during 
the assassination, with that fact known immediately, reported in the papers, 
included in the police broadcasts wliich the FBI transcribed for the Vlarren 
Commission, and with him a witness before the Commission, Hoover insisted from 
the fir.rt and in this no to that tliere was no missed allot. Iioroov<>r, it is not 
mentioned in the FBI's account of the shooting, that five-volumo report ordered by 
LBJ, and the wounded man, Jim Tague, is not mentioned in it. 

Three records stapled toga :her relating to AG Clark' s 5/2/67 statement to the 
press outside the Senate Judiciary hearing room after his coitfirmation testimony: 
you'd never guess from tliese self-serving notes that a3 of that time the FBI was 
reported to have been Clark'^ source. How else could he have learned? But the FBI 
did not, app<irently, expect’ that ho would soy anything. And while DeLoach and the 
FBI were leuki ng their head;; off, Hoover wanted Clark to have "no comment." 

62-109060-551 5* Andrews had told the FBI and testified to the Warren Commission 
that ono "Clay Bertrand" had asked him to be Oswald's counsel. 

Resumed Q/lO/84 

105-62555 HR 2/5/64, Hoover to his gmg, I've called a few things to your 
attention in bluo. On pace 5> the old question, did Hoover actually know so little 
or i3 hio comment about the FBI leaking nothing at all 3£^f-scrvirig? Tho fact is 
that the FBI did tho leaking, under DeLoach, and tho rest sliauld have known this. 

I*n sending a Post s-oiy on Hoover and Hitler Germany as disclosed in records 
obtained by the Scientologists and what I got from them, from Carol Gallo who then 
was working on FOIA for them at their Washington office. You sliould be able to get 
much more from them directly if you have the interest an;, time. When I located this 
I was looking for and did not find a record I got from the FBI reflecting Hitler's 
Xmas cards to a Portugese A *asi. 

Note that in the Nichols era 94 was being uoed as later by DeLoach, in this 
instance I wonder if 94-1 is Hoover, with the next classification the subject of 
the information, tho last tho serial. 

KURKIN is the F.l's code nano for murder of Ring, H4 4^^0061. 2993 nnd 2994 
reflect the public relations role of "Crime Rccordo" and Hoover's involvement in 
tho FBI* 3 propaganda. 

You may have 1 CX >-448006-93, marked as Page 92 of perhaps tho 0 U C. I rjpelose 
it because the FBI laiou vury well that on thin particular occasion the Memphis 
police tool: King to the Holiday Inn as a security measure and I havo its records 
on tills and because its other records disclosed to me establish tliat he always 

at tho ^orraine, as I recall on eight earlier occasions. Not only did this 
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nasty bit get used, the lA emphis C omuerical-Appoal had a na: ty cartoon depicting a 
frightened King being led auajt, needing support, captioned "Chicken a la King." 

62-109090-36# tlii3 from D c Louch under v/hom the leaking! Ditto for 1002. 

There nay be some duplication of the next five pages and perhaps a f w more when 
I got to other files but I thought it beat to ttiko no chances 

44-30861-4921 : In the end the FBI gave the prosecution 29 volumes (numbered 25) 
and thi3 i3 only what it wanted out, what it regarded ao "suitable for dissemina- 
tion." I got enormously more and much that tlio prosecution should have had and 
didn't. This is one of the FBI's means of control, controlling what it dis- 
seminates. In Wt 5115 there is reflection of a further limitation, the FBI's 
view of the Deportment 1 s "legitii«ate interest." Tlie "fugitive" investigation 
contained mat of the information about Pvay and his travels. (Criminai/Vinson 
handled .on^r -he extradition. CUD was in charge of the civil rights case.) 

44-33861-5819# how the FBI hogs credit; tlie UQ-iP "was only ill trumental in 
the identification" of Ib;y. actually, the FBI liad no tiling to do with the nn-tn thing, 
catcliing Ray, or tlio allegedly incriminating evidence, wliich wa< gathered by the 
Memphis police, with, despite the FBI^ "ovidentiary" help from t)je HCMP. 

1CXM 06670-4065, when tliey check to prove they didn't leak (for internal uses) 
they avoid "Crime Records" and conclude tliat they didn't leak what tliey had leaked. 

44— p686l— IIH C/ 10/68, how the FBI helped 1 rank write wliat it wanted him to write 
while creating internal records stating the exact opposite. The FBI didn't give 
him a thing directly. It merely nodded to the local prosecutors# wlio Prank told mo 
met with him olten. In fact lie tpio ~ cd FBI reports verbatim in his book, 



44-3306 1-5503- they get copies in advance and arc prepared. Here's how. 

44-3o06l-1019: Although the FBI never believed there was a conspiracy in the 
King case, in order to assert jurisdiction under federal law it had to charge 
civil rights conspiracy. Because it did not trust tlie U.&. Attorney in Kemphis it 
filed the charges in Bircdwighm, where Ray bought tM alleged death rifle (so. io thing 
it never proved, that it was used), alleging conspiracy on tlie basis of someone spying 
thar Bay was going deer huntiiig with liis broxlior in tfisconsiiu Literally thi 3 is tlie 
s#le basis. Otnoi’ cliargos also were filed at the saxm.* ti ie, but this record gives only 
the one required for jurisdiction. Hoover must have* spent most of Ms time in Ids 
later years r acting and annotating the news ticker. Ray allegedly conspired with a 
living li^ther who wa3 never charged (last page.). 
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Earlier I believe I told you tliat despite the title of tlie classification 60, £ 
" Laboratory Research A *attera," its actual uses by the field offices include# hiding 
such potentially embarrassing things as records on the pres 3 and propaganda. 

When DeLoach notified the Dal las SAC by p lione tliat ^im Bishibp v;ould be pulling 
in, tho Dallas SAC and/or secretary wtta knew in* .ediately tliat the proper place 
for filing was in a new GO file, written, iiiou the bottou of the page by a clerk 
or SA and typed in on tho top4, It would 80-879, ( 89-43-7436, 7641,7646) 

Despite the self-serving "hands off" directive iron ^oLoach, according to 
Shanklin's nemo, he cleanly understood tliat FBIII^ wanted Bishop buttered up mid 
he arranged for tliat, Slianklin^ also was ordered to limit hinself to the non- 
contwoversiol and to refer Disliop to Loach with regard to anything el 3 G, 

Fron liis own records (7641), even wlien Bishop asked about the non— controversial, 
what v/as already in tho public domain, liow they got tho evidence from the Dallas 
police, before responding Slinnklin plioned DeLoach to get lii 3 OK, <uid a week later, 
when ho wrote another memo, Slinnklin wa3 careful to include tho citations to tlie 
public domain, available at the Arcliivoo where not printed by tho Warren Commission, 

Respite DeLoach* s caution against associating- tho Fnl with Bishop, his first 
memo reflects tho fact that tho Pnl actually not only got Bisliop the suite JFK had 
used eh Fort Uorth but arranged for him not to bo cliarged anytliing. 

His third nemo reports tliat "thi a book would bo submitted to" DeLoaeh "prior 
to publication," 



While the Hoover FBI did not lilce Bisliop personally ("pushy") they did like 
his writing, which was always favorable to it. He was in the FFK assassination book 
about wliich he saw X0 Shanlclin. So, tlie people under DcLoach wonted Bishop to do a 
book on tlie King assassination, wliich another of its favorites, Baders Digest, 
planned, lie "would give proper credit t o the outstanding uhxfcl: done by/the FBI," 



His "Ttte Days of Kartin Luther King, Jr,," was published by Putnam in 1971. 

It lists tlie FBI among his sources. That v/as before any FBI di: closures, which were 
later and involuntary, in rny C.A. 75-1996. first records disclosed, 11/75, 



I Bad those few xeroxes clip jc <1 to tho notes, 30 I'u not going to try to 
insert Vrf t;ieu, 
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tSAC J. GORDON S11AN KLIN 
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On 11/14/67, Assistant to the Director. Mr. C. D 
DE LOACH, te leplionica lly advised that he had received a’ 
call from JIM BISHOP, who is an author and has written several 
books one beintf "The Day Lincoln Died.- He had called him 

He stated that he was coming to Dallas 
t h. * arriving on Nov. 17th. DE LOACH stated 

that BISHOP had always been friendly with the Bureau and is 
at the present time working on a book, "The Day Kennedy was 
shot." He stated that BISHOP is a very pushy sort of individual 
and was inquiring as to whether he could come by and talk to 
me and possibly have me take him uround and introduce him to 
various peopie in Dallas and Ft. Worth. DE LOACH stated that 
he had told BISHOP that we could not und would not introduce 
him around, but that I would be glad to talk to him. He said 
that anything that BISHOP asked me about, if i readily knew 
it and it was not controversy 1 , to go ahead and be helpful, but 
certainly not to go out of the way or appear to be sponsoring 
him by taking him around. • 



Mr. DE LOACH stated that BISHOP wanted to have a 
reservation made for Frida/ night in the Texas Hotel and he 
, 8l ^° want - ed to see the suite that the late President KENNEDY 
and Mrs. KENNEDY occupied the night before he was shot in 
f 3 ' He t,lil 1 if ihls could be arranged without the 

FBI becoming involved 1 or appearing to sponsor BISHOP, then to 
try to do so. 



I interned Mr. BE LOACH that the management of the 

Hotel Texas had recently changed; tho t I had contuct, however, 

with HOWARD W. JENNINGS, who Is employed by PERRY - BASS, INC. 
which is the company thut controls the SID RICHARDSON estate * ' 

and that this estate also controls the hotel. I felt that I 

could make necessary arrangements through Mr. JENNINGS. I 
contacted JENNINGS nnd JENNINGS staled that what he would like 
to^do would be just to call the mu auger and tell him to make 
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the suite available on Friday night for Ur. and Mrs. BISHOP 
on a complimentary basis and show nothing bat the fact it was 
complimentary. There would be no mention made of the FBI. 

The manager would not know where the request was coming from. 

I called Mr. DE LOACH back and he stated he could see nothing 
wrong with this. It is noted that JENNINGS stated he felt 
that by doing this, it would certainly put a good taste in 
BISHOP'S mouth and possibly he would give Ft. Worth and Dallas 
a little better write-up. DE LOACH stated that very definitely 
BISHOP would contact me sometime Friday. 
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On 11 / 20 / 1 * 7 , Mr. UIStk>M mul Mu ^ 1 f «* KKLI.Y 
MppcuruJ ul tliu ufftio, and ho illb.cn* »ed h 1 b book to be *. 

tLtLud m TImS Day KKNNKUY wh.*i ciliol", pointing oat that he 
wau actually Ju.il K o i to envoi one day aid thu L Little 

l hinge worn pi Imtirlly whi» I lie wuh looking for. lie ti luted 
Uo uinb going | o h 1 . 1 ) ii uuiahei' of* pimp In ill 1 >uL 1 bu and 
primarily « Itii I 1 1 4 i would like to ha v«* from mo or UK A IN W 3 3 
exactly how uhd when wo got I ho evidence f j uni former Folico 
Ch J ii f JKhbK CMKIC V , how wut. It tr «iio. pm l« d lo Nubbin*; ton, 
aliport, and how who It tukiu Into the Laboratory. 



which 
» 

1 called A-'i.s Ih t ait t to thu 1)| ructor, C. D. UK LOACH 
and he btutid lie could no objection to giving him thiu 

1 n fo rum t I on uh l on*; mm ho wi • u t d not u t L r 1 bu t e it to com i ng 
dlructly f rout u.n 111 Lite book. 

It lb noted I.UMiul* and wife ure ntaying In the 
St* tler-111 l ton Hotel, Uooiu 17 lb and IVbO. 
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v - JIM D 1 S HOP . ■ * . . * •....' V.,..' 

£?&*«>** J ' AU*nioH\ •• • •» •-• ' * ' ' 1 " - , *, vy/’*;.v .■ • l 

- .. • ' \ •-■'■. v. .''*•* 'Av-’.’-jV '' •.' 

«i - i ». ■>-'• J \ •< ■ ‘v • . • ■* • * . '*■**•' • »•; '•* ‘ • i* t : 

•#*' i»*., .*1 1 /On/IX’J L4.- • I I u Ul'ilK.P and hit ' wife ?”-* •' !'■' -C J r,' 



. 4 ,.. V.. t . On Monday. 11/20/67, Mr.'* JIM BISHOP and hlb'arlfe ' " 

' Vel LY annaared at the office and ditu ntit.td with Die the book 

r * f -- *•>-•• - - KENNEDY died 

iii J had 
Lte that 
Ight before hie 

death had beau made available to him giutls by the managtJin 
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ji; 1 1 he le golu^ to write about tho day Pin. ideal. KJENhEDY died,*’ .* /a | ) 

y^' ^ ** lie w ii b njoib t appreciative of the a« c uiui.u*ila t Loiib he hud had .• 5j) | 

•As* at’ the Hotel Toxau, Kt . Worth, Unit the butte thati,, ^0 

-V the late President KENNEDY had ui.ud Iho nl^ht before hie 0 



> ; death had beau made avallabli 

- *^-V •' **’ ' *’•" 1 V 

*) , V •* ,• • • i 

.. c m> :i •* .«v He.tliea furnlBhed i 

of various people r»**a^ «♦« 

^’>^^*V.iri % Dallas . v lie eta 
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me with a' llatr which is attached/. : J . 
that he stated *he wuh go lug ‘ to try to see ^ 

.jlii i/dixna. * u« auted he did want to talk to SA VINCENT K # . DRAIN - 
< g Qd me about wtiu t we did no the clay of the ubb&ss lna t Ioq # with ■ 

-r particular reference to the securing of the evidence from the * ^ # 

SpiV'-h Dallas Police Department by SA DKAIN, the time, how It was takeu 

to Washington, and when It arrived in Washington. • * .. • . * : 

?£! -v # > j - * ... • .. - . - . • . ? * •- • 

* # ^^ r On‘ NoV.**22 # 1967, Mr.' DISHoP and hiu wife came back ^ 
^/^v^to the office and stated they, had been having quite a bit of *, 
success with everyone they had conta<,'ted with the exception of 
the Da Lias Police Depn rl tui n t , who had told them t hey would not » j 
give them anything. Ur . blSlIOP wan furnished information /; . 

concerning Clio evidence he requet»led. which was in pages 159 0 ***,•*#** \^/ 
160 and 161 of the report of SA KOlIKIlT P. GKMDERLING doted •*, ; - t 

Il/:i0/6d at Dallas, Texas, cuptlonod "LEE IDlHVEY OSWALD, aka; . 
ASSASSINATION OK PRESIDENT JOHN KITTJiKKALI) KENNEDY , NOV. 22," 

196J. M The only other information which I furnished was; He 
. wanted to know how I learned that President K-ENNEUY was shot«/ x 
' i and I -toLd him that I had on employee monitoring the police j 

• , Y. 7 ; j radio Ho wanted to know then what I did with the lnformati 

and I to l d him I Immediately furnluhed It t»» Mr. HOOVER. "‘I , 
told him that upon receipt of Information concerning KENNEDY a 
-V* ' • due n i f m) u iin r m T-m l nr d I furnished this information - 
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RE : JAMES EARL RAY 

ASSASSINATION OF MARTIN LUTHER KIN 
BUREAU COOPERATION IN A BOOK 
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By informal memorandum dated March 11, 1969, 

Mr. De Loach suggested that consideration be given to our cooperating J . 
with a friendly author, or with "The Reader’s Digest," in the preparatiSb^v/ 
of a book regarding the Martin Lutuer King murder case. With regard to 
this suggestion, the Director noted, ’O.K. " 



With regard to this matter, "The Reader's Digest" has '? 
advised that it would greatly appreciate the opportunity to do a book ' 
on tiie Ray-King case with Bureau cooperation. If we approve, / 

"ine Reader's Digest" plans to contact Jim Bishop in an effort to place 
him under contract to write the book for them. 

Jim Bishop is, of course, a very tnorough and capable 
writer with whom we have nad many contacts over the years. With the 
Director's approval, we worked with Bishop in connection with his latest 
published book, "The Day Kennedy Was Shot," which contains a number 
of favorable references to the FBI. Hie Director has written Bishop on 
several occasions concerning commendatory columns — including one in 
1967 highly praising the Director as "the greatest law enforcement officer 
in all history. " 
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Even though Bishop has been described in Bufiles as 
"somewhat pompous and a little overbearing at times,” he nonetheless f 

has both the name and ability to produce a book on the King case which cj 

Would give proper credit to the outstanding work done by the FBI. According-- 
ly, it is recommended that approval be given to our cooperating with 4 

"The Reader's Digest" and Jim Bishop on this book. 
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Sincerely, 



• ✓ 



- Mr. -De Loach 

- Mr. Bishop 

- Mr. Rosen 

- C. L. Me 
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Of all th.; many eozymf. relationships the j\>1 has always Imd with the press - 
while usually with cons ;rvativex raging to reactionaries but not excluding liberals - 
the records of which f have separate copies readily at lituid are fullest with regard 
to Jeremiah O'Leary. 

Did you know that, speaking of liberals, Iiorris Emst had been Dover's personal 
lawyer in some matter or natters until it served Dover's purpose to cut liim dead? 

The very day of the assassination of JFK assistant to the Director Belmont, who 
was supposedly in cluirge of investigations, liad enough# tiue to phone the Dallas 
SAG and to tell him that O'Leary wan en route, would be in contact with Shanklin, 
and "is a close friend of tho Bureau." Tliat told Shonklin all lie had to know. ^Iiia 
is one of the very earliest in tho nascive Dallas 0) assassination file, serial 24. 

I coll you attention to the not 3 • Tho instruction is not to index. X t is to 
"make cards." The stamped fora has provision for indexing directions. Ordinarily 
the FBI can retrieve what it noad3 from its indices. I therefore believe that those 
special cards arc a kind of special tickler, in tho broad sense political in nature. 

3t also is possible tliat thoy were for tho speciul index, outside the regular 
indices and preserved outsfiide it, tliat the FBI has in special cases, uhero it wants 
to know what it may h ve let others know. It had such a special JRC assassination 
index infiallas, but tliat special index was United to the files sent to YJashington 
for possible forwarding to tlie Commission# It does not include, for example, the 
Dallas police, except for entries incidental in other records, yet there was an 
enormous amount with tho Dallas police# But tliat did not jo to tho Commission# So, 
if the FBI wanted to know what it lind let the Commission know, it had tlii 3 special 
index. Tliere was also one in the King case tliat I did not got. In Balias it was 40 
linear foot of cards, more tlrui tie) jammed file cabinets of nexores. 

Serial 716 reflects tliat in all tliat intensity of activity, Assistant Director 
Loach would not be too busy to take a call from O'Leary, in Dallas, if O'Leary 
asked for any info Dallas had not released. 

Serial 76 or 760 of tho Ruby Dallas file, 44-1 .u34, reflects tliat FBIIi® scnt^allas , 
which prepared what was forwarded to the Commission, except for social things, like 
GDI, the F^I'a five- volume Report to the ^resident (fifth is Ruby), it memorandum 
and a copy of an article on Ruby by O'Leary# Who would liave had groat difficulty 
getting any significant info other tliau from tho Fxl# But not in Dallas# 

105-02555 HR 2A/64, DeLoach to l^ohr, roport3 O'L.ary as a stoolpidgeon on a 
former colleague, soue thing lie know would endear hia to tlia FBI* Hoover loved it# 

Oo much ‘that lie added a note to "give O'Leary the release on Oswald i: Ruby not being 

in FBI." (Which waa$ not literally true of Ruby, who* cl been a PCI.) Hoover wan too 

dujlg lio! for tho cooler heads, so Dekc wrote iA ohr again, urging tliat they not ignore 
their other friends wlio would get wider distribution, AP iuid UPI. Hoover OKed bjit 
told then to chock with DJ info office# 

Tho short release is, as I state above, untrutliful because lydby was a PCI. 

And while that was withheld from the Commission an i tho public, I doubt very much 
that anyone in the FBI would have dared keep Hoover in the dork. 

As you probably know, PBIHU approval is required for tho field offices to try 
out and then formalin relationships with informers# But thoy nonetheless are 
informors during their probutioiiory period of about six months usually# 

Tlic O'Leary story of five days before the FBI '3 report , CD1 , reached tlie 
qy c c lfrfr « *^ , could hav~ had only the FBI as its source# that very time tlie FbI v/as 

both lealsLng b.avily and denying that it liad leaked anything ;md. v/as going through 

the mo lions of investigating the alleged source(s) of the leaks# Tliat very day the 
Deputy nG, iticliolan Kataenbaoh, told j Aq Uarren Commission in executive session tliat 
while tlie FBI ueniod tit.* lealing and v/as cl/iming to investigate them, nobody else 



could have done the 1- ,aking. Obviously, th content of the O'Letiry story had to come 

tlie I 1 -iX because it had not yet distributed any copies of its report. 

I' vo not been able to resolve in ay own mind whether the kind of note Hoover 
appended, here and so often, was self-serving, protending: he had no knowledge at all 
of the leaking, or if lie was really kept in th dark [in liis later years) by tliose 
closest to liii.i and in day-to-day control, (a r porter fiiend who vo3 the recipient 
of these m FBI leaks boliovoo tliut ^ovor then knew. I don't know and haven't been 
able to make up my 91m mind,) 

1’liis leal in- bored the Warren Oommis.'.ion in, for your inforuation, os they lot 
down their hair in executive session 1/21/64 and told themselves. The leaks served 
to limit what tlie Cftmiasion could and could not do and formulated the national and 
international mind. If you were to examine CD1 you’d see that it is not on the 
assassination at all but is a diatribe against Oswald • It does not even include all 
the known wounds JFh sustained and lias only two sentenses on the assassination 
itself, I 11 try to remember to locate and B<md what this roast ion was when the then 
general counsel of DoD demurred and found the report thin and inadequate, later when 
he got a copy, 

^olcach ot al had their way in the end because they arranged the release for 
after the Star had gone to press. ( Afternoon paper^ But just in time for the AP 
and UP) wire to be included in the evening TV newscasts (Serial 2466) 

hoover reacted strongly to the mild criticism of the m in the Warren feport. 

Tlio f--I immediately leukod what could embarrass the Coixiission to the Star, 
exclusively. Here “oovor wrote a thank-you letter to O’Leary IO/2/64. (The Hesort 
was released 9/2?) 

^Serial 5153, IO/c/64, is the beginning of wiiat I wrote you about earlier, tliat 
the FBI got the Dallas police chief to grovel and then after ho did, broke off all 
relations, even training. ^uLoach moved immediately, witliout regard to the truth of 
what chief Curry had said, and got tho ^allaa SAC to got tlie xjlice chief to apologize, 
which ho had done, lfow beer in mind that they all knew that Curry hud been truthful, 
but that his truth was hurtful to the Fj*. So, inyiddition to having Curry apologise 
they tapped their AP, UK and O'Leary sources, O'Laary alone as an individual reporter 
Vhis paper reached tlio Congress, among o:hers), all intended to box Curry in (see p.2) 

With what the DoLoach memo spells out, note carefull the FBI' a language in the 
attached proposed release -which really says the opposite, ( raf 2) 

^ % _ 

u 2-1 09060-4264, O' L, ry gave the FBI an dSvcanco copy of Leo Sauvuge's book, then 
wrote liis own book review. Of which Hoover noted, "Very well done by O'Leary." 

Betoro I forget, I've not heard uiiytliing further in re .ponse to uy efforts to 

get a copy of the ^arl Oolz story in the j^allas lieming Hews re Hoover breaking off 

all relations and tlie indications in my file ra-o tlint I sent him the only set of 

duplicates I had when my oopior wasn't working. So, I suggest tliat you'll get at least 
the minimum ii you a k the Librarian at tho Homing Hews for a copy from his morgue. 
Gary Hack was to send me a copy but lie hasn't. Ho is a fi/?ond of Golz' and lias a 
.s mal l newsletter. ^ 

i’..c 1968 record relate to O'L.ary'u services to the FBI und its to liim when Dr. 
ly-ng was assassinated. 44-3U£)6l is the FmlUu main file codenomod hUElZElf. By tho time 
thi3 was disclosed to no tlio FBI wan hiding all loads to tho more sensitive DeLoach 94 
files thu3 the obliteration of where tho original is filed. Under ^eLoach T ou Bishop 
was a clv^f loolcor, includin ; in tho JFL case. I think but I'm not now dure tliat he 
was an assistant director, flero (9/3/60, 9/9) the proposal goes upward, to help 
O’Leary with an article for tlie “oaders Digest on Jumos Lari Hay. Tlie proposal oegins 



by puffing i tacit', the Digest and O'Leary up, Colson reco: .mended against it and 
Hoover concurred, Bishop noted that DeLoa^h told the Digest "that no copperation 
can bo furnished." Ditto for O'Leary, I con imagine what D^Lo^ch really told O'Leary 
from Bishop's 5/B to him, reporting that O'Leary v/as doing a puff story on the FBI 
which emphasized its alleged secrecy and making of only tlireo releases and would 
include only information O'Leary himself had dug up "from an assiduous study of 
newspaper and other news accounts from all over tho country," (Picture of O'Leary 
with taped coverage of all tho radio and TV stations!) Bishop was careful to note 
that they had given O'Leary only what was in thdr three formal releases. I'm also 
Including the FBI's abstract on this. 

After the passing of a little time and O'Leary's pa. e-one 3tory in the Star was 
out J one3 renewed the proposal. Serial 3077. T)ii3 is followed by emphasis on O'Leary'S 
allegedly groat original work and research and "hi3 strong background on this case," 

So, Jones recoi.imend3 that they give O'Leary the sojne cooperation they did in an 

earlier ^igost piece on tho ten most-wanted fugitives, Bishop v/as careful to go on 

record against tliis (having already done it), "No, wo/an't play f avofcotes . . , " But 
Hoover noted, "OK." 

What tliis next page, separated in my file of duplicate., from IfcP first /oage, 
has Jones reporting to Bishop is that they have revised 0 ' Leary/ ms , And that it be 
returned to DoLoach for him to give it (called "retumed'j) to tho Digest's Washington 
office. Bishop remains careful to noto having some questions still, 

Tho page marked 233 iS the DJ Office of Professional ■Responsibility ugh! ) summary 
of section tOmm bt 47 oi’ the IiUHKXK file. It states that hoover approved "ftiat O'Leary 
be "encouraged to do a story, using public information find with Bureau approval of the 

manuscript," Next is tho first page of the story, from the FBI's copy, as it appeared 

in the HLgest. Clearly FBI puffory. 

The effect of this story on Hay and subsequent history is in the FBI's copy of 
Hay's letter to the judge after it appeared. Note tliat thi 3 copy was before tho post- 
marking. All Hay's nail was intercepted and Copied, even though the judge had ordered 
that this could not be done, except tliat his nail could be Scanned to see tliat there was 
no escape plan. Hay tells the judge tliat if such prejudicial publicity "dont stop I 
mite as well waive the trial and come over and get sentenced," And that is what 
ultimately happened. To thi3 day there has not be on any trial and he has tried since 
to get one. The interception v/as by the sheriff, who delivered tho interceptions to 

the DA, where tho copying uaS done and distribution began, 

♦ 

Lome of those records were in tho JFK files, ;und when they wore disclosed O'Leary 
was seriously embarrassed because his peers dotcctod immediately tliat he had agreed 
to prior censorship. He claimed not to lv .vc agreed to pre^publiahing editing privileges 
for tlie FBI but uiduAt deny it because "they gave me most of tho information," us Ray 
had recognized, nothing else v/as possible, 

Tlieflf Ray did, he claimed under coercion, and tliat is obvious, enter a guilty 
plea, through Percy Foreman, He feared Foreman would tli xjo the case before a jurj, so 
as soon as bo got to the jail to wliich he v/a transferred ho wrote tho judge with- 
drawing his plea. But the day aftex he entered his plea$, Serial 5654,DeLoach v/a 3 
urging -ol3on tliat tliey get a "friendly, capable author of the Header's Digest, 

and proege^ v/itli a book on tliis case." Tolson asked "l/ho do you suggest" and someone 
a ided the m to whom, jS 6£ DeLoacli was considering the Digest or ^orold ^rank, and 
they lilced him. Hoover gave his OK, 

rf.u, Jones reported 3/20/69 that the Digest was consider! having Jim Bishop do 
a bool:, but Hoover b lioved they should wait and see wlmt moves Hay makes to open his 
case. By then Hay's letter(s) to the judge had been published. As I'm sure I told you 
earlier, they then did not work with tho Digest i-nd Bishop on a book and tliat the 
reports the FBI wanted polished were leaked to Frank by tho lonphis prosecutor, to 
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whom the F3I had provided 29 numbered volumes, so: ie of several parts or sections, *rank 
wrote what the FBI wanted written, as did Bisliop in a Liter book. 

The House Select ^omrittee on Assassinations reported in 1979 what the FJl did 
not like, that there war evidence of a cond piracy in the JFIC assassination* You can 
decided for yourself about O'Leary# after the long history of which I've enclosed only 
Mrt, that being all I saw in the files I have, fron the aP's story from the Hew York 
lues and his wliich lias a different thrust in tile Star* 

In the course ofl denying that ho liad been employed by the CIA in liis 5/9/77 
article O'Leary did admit receiving all sorts of special favors from it at and 
throughout L a tiii Ana ica* ^ I think it is obvious that the CIA would not go to all 
this cost and trouble to help with stories it did not expect to approve so the denial 
of being a CIA employee is immaterial, except in a very limited and unlikely sense.) 
Actually, not being an employee of the Fbl was better for the FBI, as the records 
show, bi,*cause he seemed to have no course ifpn, wrote what they wanted written, ahd 
in return for th.ir ’.help they got tlio wJa » S e to censor.) 

O'Leary did provide information to the FBI . The CIA's records are not disclosed 
do what they say is not known* He got paid in kind, not cash, by the FBI* 1/hen the 
CIA wa giving him information, lie was getting help from it. He does not deny having 
given the CIA information and he denies almost everything else. r l]ii 3 kind of help 
makes successful reporters* O' La ry has been employed by tlie goveinmont/V/hito House 
since the Star folded* 

******##-»• 

This is the List of th'j records I recalled in wliich 1 tliought you'd have inter at. 
I'm sorry it h s tulcon so long to prepare suggestions for you because you do not liave 
knowledge of the assassinations and their investigations. But I do not know how much 
more raw material you can want if you plan to complete such a book in a year. With all 
else you do you'll not have much tine. I don't envy you the schedule you've laid out 
for yourself but I do wish you the best of luck with it! 

If you can think of anything* cine, let me know, please, and I'll do what ^ can. 

If controlling event by leaks, like to O'Leary, and planting favorable/prejudicial 
articles, moans anything in your plans, Junes H. Losar, who handled most of the Hay 
case in court when we prevailed on habeas corpus and got an evidentiary hearing, is 
the best quotable source, I third:* (His father 1 is ^rc3tgoous in the law, author of 
texts, la w school dean, university president, etc.) 

There were, undoubtedly, noro significant ontrols asserted by the FBI tlirough 
more reactionary components of the pres:; and on a liighor level, but ny files do not 
inolu o mucli, except the existence of friendly relations in so.e i .stances, like with 
i fofnnrst Hearst, th. i>lges7# etc. I thiol: it is probable that many books have tjeir 
origin in tlie FBI. Like Digest Washington editor John ^arron's 1IGB . Ho says in liis 
author's preface that Hoover "allowed the Federal bur uu of Lives.tigation to answer 
many of our questions. C :i rtha DoLoacli, then Assistant to tli Director of the FBI, 
briefed us about si.^iif icamt HUB operations against the tyiited States and permitted 
us to meet an important former Soviet agent, lCoarlo Tuomi. Wo v;ere also able to talk 
to retired 1*131 agents involved in some of th; cases narrated in tlie book." He then 
says tliat ho g-ot some help from the CIA* Bantam edition, page xiv. If you've read 
the bold: you know it liad to oo:.o mostly from official sources and the rest from those 
opened by officials. 

If you coal 1 get the 54 filar you' d luwu the uiiiiia-^niablo ! 

It is now s upper ti: ie and I'll suspend, ho pin, to bo able to load arul correct to- 
morrow. If not, soon thereafter. 

^ost uislies , 
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o/3l/84, while reading what I've written: 

P.1 A *y reason for including tho information ou tlio FBI's leaking i 3 because the name 
of the FBI's gome , at least in political matters, is control, and by its leaking in 
tho two major crimes of the JlrC and King assassination, tliey did assert control and 
that was made possible by their leaking. 

In y6ur Z/Zl you eapross an interest in the "Dir ctor is Always flight" file 
item relating to trees whore there were none and to the entire stenographic tra .s- 
script of Hoover's lioavily-edited testimony. I must have mislaid or misfiled the 
tree business because it is not in any file I've checked and I've checked many. I 
thought I'd gotten it out to send you. And tlio entire file folder ox" his Comjxission 
testimony is missing 3o, it will take a little ti.io. I'll liavi; to go bade to the 
originals. Hiis neons the personal records on me and odlaiowsuhero in the 1 I<4 records. 
Fortunately, I'd made a copy of Belmont's letter saying that tho reporter made 
mistakes, api>arcntly for a A xLng book footnote, and tiiat give-: no the date. It is 
rather strange that no file number is indicated on it. 2hat would greatly simplify 
search. 

If I am not ablo to complete tliio by tho first noil neat week I may mail what 
I've got copied, to prevent any further accidents, and then will nq jl tho rest 
when I can. 

I'm inclined to believe that one ox t o many who liavo access to ny rocofds may 
hsve misfiled the testii.iony file. I'd prefer to not believe cribbed it because I 
do make copies for people. I have a cloar recollection of it, as you'll understand 
when you see it. 



B-.st wislies, 




